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DETAILED ACTION 

1) This is a NonFinal Rejection in response to the Amdments filed on 8/9/05, via 
RCE. 

2) Claims 1 ,2,4-9, 12-17, 30 are pending and rejected; Claims 3, 1 0, 1 1 , 1 8-29 were 
cancelled by the Applicant. 

3) Effective date used - 2/3/2000. 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

4) A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 8/9/05 
has been entered. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5) The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5-1) Claims 1, 2, 4, 5, 7, 8, 12, 14, 15, 16, 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 

as being unpatentable over Orr et al (US 589547, issued Apr 20, 1999), in view of 

Mohr et al (US 6826727, filed Nov 1999). 

Claim 1, 12, Orr teaches 
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Providing a dynamic document template ... section (ie., media layout)(Abstract section) 
logical component)(col 14, line 26). 
Orr does not teach, but Mohr suggests 

Wherein said logic component ... data table; where said layout ... dynamic object (ie., a 
dynamic composition and recomposition of program objects)(col 5, lines 27-28)(in a 
schema representation of variable data running a document layout program, XML text 
data of the template file and making text with tags (making them dynamic))(col 6, line 
44; and see Fig 2)(where template elements are variable elements to produce a set of 
one or more variable data documents)(col 11, line 65 - col 12, line 15; col 12, lines 40- 
46). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to modify Orr to include dynamic composition of program objects in a schema 
representation of variable data running a document layout program where template 
elements are variable elements to produce a set of one or more variable data 
documents as taught by Mohr, providing the benefit of a system for layout out 
documents that can be automatically adjust the layout process in that flexible and often 
appropriate manner to changes in the size of contents placed inside document shape 
elements and make it easy to create flexible document templates (Mohr, col 2, lines 42- 
49). 

Claim 2, Orr teaches 
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Binding an instances ... on said instances set (ie., in the logical component structure of 
a composition, a component has bindings for the design types via the design facet)(col 
14, lines 25-30). 

Claim 4, 15, Orr does not expressly teach, but Mohr suggests 
Including ... media source (ie., schematically, user creates project files with content- 
mapping rules for mapping variable values into variable elements)(col 12, lines 40-46). 
It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to modify Orr to include schematically, creating project files with content mapping rules 
for mapping variable values into variable elements as taught by Mohr, providing the 
benefit of a system for layout out documents that can be automatically adjust the layout 
process in that flexible and often appropriate manner to changes in the size of contents 
placed inside document shape elements and make it easy to create flexible document 
templates (Mohr, col 2, lines 42-49). 
Claim 5, Orr suggests 

A set of layout object ... type of said object (ie., objects ar recognized by various types 
(text, sound) in a document layout)(col 5, lines 30-40); 
Orr suggests 

A set of possible pages in said dynamic document; and a set placeholders for said 
dynamic objects (ie., dynamic composition of objects for document production)(col 5, 
lines 26-46). 
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Claim 7, Orr suggests storage system ... actual item (ie., content processing from a 
wide variety of resources ... disk)(col 5, lines 47-55)(content facet ... pointer to a text 
string containing text)(col 16, lines 65-67). 

Claim 8, 16, Orr does not teach, but Mohr suggests said ... Relational Database (ie., 
content mapping rules schematically shown user relational databases)(col 13, line 5). 
It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to modify Orr to include content mapping rules schematically using a relational database 
as taught by Mohr, providing the benefit of a system for layout out documents that can 
be automatically adjust the layout process in that flexible and often appropriate manner 
to changes in the size of contents placed inside document shape elements and make it 
easy to create flexible document templates (Mohr, col 2, lines 42-49). 
Claim 14, Orr does not teach, but Mohr suggests 

A storage system ... an actual item (ie., stored on the web site or sent out over the web 
servicing a requesting client that requested the data)(col 38, lines 30-38). 
It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to modify Orr to include storing on the web site, that is servicing a client request for the 
data as taught by Mohr, providing the benefit of a system for layout out documents that 
can be automatically adjust the layout process in that flexible and often appropriate 
manner to changes in the size of contents placed inside document shape elements and 
make it easy to create flexible document templates (Mohr, col 2, lines 42-49). 
Claim 17, Orr suggests 
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A set of layout object ... type of said object (ie., objects ar recognized by various types 
(text, sound) in a document layout)(col 5, lines 30-40); 
Claim 30, Orr suggests 

Mapping ... said data table (ie., with the content drop table in attempt to match content 
and map specific content types)(col 26, lines 49-54). 

5-2) Claims 6, 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Orr et al (as cited above), in view of Mohr et al (as cited above), further in view of 
Li (US 6725227, filed Nov 2, 1998). 

Regarding claims 6, 13, Orr in view of Mohr does not expressly teach, but Li 
teaches "set of rules ... Relational Algebra" (ie., Relational Algebra)(col 9, line 23). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Orr in view of Mohr to include Relational Algebra as taught by Li, 
providing the benefit of managing Web and intranet documents efficiently where users 
store documents contents in. databases and structures and users can create and 
logically combine physical or logical databases for visually and organizing documents 
(Li, col 1 , line 65 - col 2, line 26). 

5-3) Claims 9 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Orr 
et al (as cited above), in view of Mohr et al (as cited above), further in view of 
Poole (US 6725227, filed Nov 2, 1998). 

Regarding claims 9, Orr in view of Mohr does not expressly teach, but Poole 
teaches "assigning ... tables" (ie., conventional relational database scheme ... table of 
rules with boilerplate clauses)(col 1 , lines 40-50). 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Orr in view of Mohr to include matching database tables with 
boilerplate clauses as taught by Poole, providing the benefit of an apparatus and 
method for dynamically constructing electronic and printable documents and forms 
(Poole, Abstract section). 



Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1,2,4-9,12-17, 30 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Gautam Sain whose telephone number is 571-272- 
4096. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 9-5 EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Heather Herndon can be reached on 571-272-4136. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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Conclusion 




